IRISH PARLIAMENT, 1634	m
each in the third and fourth. So far so good. Even the Irish
parliament, however, was reluctant to miss the second oppor-
tunity that had been afforded it since 1603 of raising grievances
in a parliamentary way. The house of lords was told that the
proper method of procedure was to offer humble prayers to the
lord deputy. This the commons did, to the effect that a law
might be enacted making sixty years' possession a good title, even
against the Crown—a concession that had been promised, but
not fulfilled, earlier in the reign.1 Since titles to land in Ireland
1 were generally defective, the question was of the first impor-
tance. The next great need was for free trade, which would help
Irish manufactures. By this time, however, Charles was out
of patience with the very name of parliament and rejected
Wentworth's plan that the Irish houses might be retained by
prorogations. His experience in England had taught him, he
said, that parliaments care of the nature of cats, they ever grow
curst with age,'2 Therefore a dissolution was prescribed.
Simultaneously with parliament, the second convocation of
the Irish church met in 1634, and established the Thirty-nine
Articles, together with canons to enforce their subscription.
This fresh weapon against, the Scottish presbyterians in Ulster
was vigorously wielded by Bramhall, bishop of Derry and a close
friend of Laud. By compelling all ministers to subscribe to the
new canons or to vacate he forced many to return to their native
land, where a number played a prominent part in defeating
the Laudian policy of 1637-8.
During the bishops' wars Wentworth did everything he could
to render the Ulstermen powerless to aid their fellow country-
men across the sea. He invented what is usually known as the
'black oath', by which the subscriber had to swear not to bear
arms against the king or resist any of his commands, and not to
enter into any covenant, but to renounce all such bonds.3 The
general imposition of this oath in Ulster gave the greatest offence,
especially since only Roman catholics were exempted. The ut-
most severity was used against all recalcitrants. Thus a man
and his wife, their two daughters, and a servant were fined
£13,000 and condemned to imprisonment for life, for refusing
to abjure the Scottish covenant—in spite of the fact that the
'black oath' had no legal authority whatsoever.
Not satisfied with the success of this oppressive measure,
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